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VIA EMAIL AND OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Walter Mugdan, Director

Emergency and Remedial Response Division

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
290 Broadway — 19th Floor

New York. New York 10007

Re: Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. Inc. Superfund Site

Dear Mr. Mugdan:

On behalf of Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc. (Thermo Fisher), please accept this
response to the General Notice Letter dated March 13, 2012 (GNL) issued to
Thermo Fisher with respect to the Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. Inc. Site in
Kearny, New Jersey (Site). Thermo Fisher is disappointed that the USEPA issued
the GNL. We respectfully request that the USEPA consider the points set forth in
this letter before taking any further action in this matter.

At the most fundamental level, the GNL erroneously stated that Apogent
Technologies, Inc., a Thermo Fisher subsidiary, is the corporate successor to The
Tanatex Chemical Corporation (Tanatex), which operated a textile chemical
formulating business at two leased buildings at the Site from 1954 to 1963. Even if
this were true, it would not justify identifying Thermo Fisher — a separate corporate
entity — as a PRP with respect to the Site. However, as set forth in more detail
below, this is simply not true. Thermo Fisher's CERCLA §104(e) Response
(Response) established with concrete documentary evidence that Tanatex’s actual
corporate successor is Apogent Transition Corporation (ATC). ATC is a separate
corporate entity whose stock is indirectly held by Thermo Fisher. Moreover, ATC
has no assets (except possible insurance rights) and has conducted no business
since at least the 1990’s. These circumstances must be taken into account if the
USEPA contemplates that any Thermo Fisher subsidiary may have any future
funding role with respect to the Site.

Moreover, there is no evidence that any hazardous substance was released on the
leasehold of Tanatex during the period of its operation at the Site. The Response
described in detail the material handling practices of Tanatex at the Site based on
the personal recollection of the President and Vice President of Tanatex during the
relevant period. The Response not only reported their statements that Tanatex did
not create industrial waste or release chemicals, but explained why this was the
case in light of the nature of Tanatex's business (simple mixing operations,
performed inside, under close and careful supervision)
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The July 21, 2011 letter submitted by the Group of Cooperating Parties (PRPs) to
the USEPA as a supposed rebuttal to Thermo Fisher (PRP Letter) offers not one
shred of evidence to contradict any statement in the Response. All the PRPs can
offer is aggressive, but empty, rhetoric and their assertion that “conventional
knowledge regarding housekeeping and chemical management procedures during
the period of interest” suggests releases occurred. PRP Letter, at 2. However,
“conventional knowledge” is not evidence. Moreover, if such an understanding truly
represents “conventional knowledge”, then the convention is faulty. Environmental
records document that many chemical formulating businesses operate today much
the same way as Tanatex did — mixing chemicals in interior production spaces — and
never experience any releases to the environment. A well-managed formulating
business in the 1950’s, such as Tanatex, obviously could have done the same.

In their Letter, the PRPs spend most of their effort, not on the factual statements in
the Response (which they are obviously without evidence to contradict), but rather
on the assertions in this firm’s letter that accompanied the Response (Cover Letter)
— which pointed out that the environmental conditions of Lot 50 of the Site (the
portion of the Site containing the two buildings leased by Tanatex) can be explained
entirely by the operations of Standard Chlorine Chemical Company and its
subsidiary Chloroben Chemical Corp. (collectively, SCCC). We take this opportunity
to show (as set forth below) that the contentions of the PRPs in this regard are
inaccurate, irrelevant and/or completely unsupported. However, as an initial matter,
it is important to note that the inferences to be drawn (or not drawn) from the
environmental sampling data are a secondary matter. The primary issue is whether
any evidence exists that a disposal of hazardous substances occurred on the
Tanatex leasehold during the period of its operation. As already noted, because no
such evidence exists, Tanatex’s successor cannot be liable for the current
conditions of the Site under CERCLA §107(a)(2).

Thermo Fisher's subsidiary Apogent Technologies is not a successor to Tanatex

As noted above, the GNL erroneously states that Apogent Technologies is a
successor to Tanatex. As was carefully described in the Response, in 1970,
Tanatex merged into a New York corporation named Sybron Corporation. It is
particularly important to keep the corporate lineage straight to note that this was a
corporation of the State of New York. Response, Exhibit C. [n 1986, this Sybron
Corporation — a New York corporation — merged into Sybron Transition Corp.
Response, Exhibit D. In 2002, Sybron Transition Corp. changed its name to ATC.
Response, Exhibit E.

The confusion in the GNL arises from its statement that “Sybron Corporation ...
merged into Sybron International Corp., which in turn, changed its name to Apogent
Technologies Inc.” GNL, at 1-2. However, the Sybron Corporation that merged into
Sybron International Corp. was a Delaware corporation. Moreover, this merger
occurred in 1994, eight years after the Sybron Corporation relevant to the Tanatex
lineage — the New York corporation — merged into Sybron Transition Corp. Articles
of Merger of Sybron Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, into Sybron International
Corporation, a Wisconsin Corporation (Jan. 25, 1994), attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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As the corporate documents referenced above make clear, the corporate successor
of Tanatex is ATC, not Apogent Technologies.

The PRPs’ attack on Thermo Fisher's Response is unwarranted

Thermo Fisher expended a great deal of effort to research, prepare and carefully
document its responses to the questions posed by the USEPA in its CERCLA
§104(e) request. We believe that the detailed Response Thermo Fisher submitted
reflects this effort. Perhaps frustrated that the Response does not convey the story
they were hoping to read, the PRPs’ “rebuttal” letter indulges in hyperbolic rhetoric
attacking the Response as “misleading ... overreaching, speculative and inaccurate
... [and] an attempt to obfuscate.” PRP Letter, at 2. This rhetoric conveys no
information and is not conducive to a productive dialogue and exchange of
perspectives.  This is particularly so in light of the fact that the Response was
based on solid evidence (and candidly stated where this evidence was unavailable)
whereas (as shown below), the PRP Letter is based on unsupported or irrelevant
assertions.

Contrary to PRPs’ insinuations, Thermo Fisher accurately characterized SCCC’s
use of Dichlorobenzene on Lot 50

The weaknesses of the PRPs’ technical arguments are highlighted by the fact that
they begin with an attack on the use of the word “processing” in the Cover Letter to
describe Standard Chlorine’s operations on Lot 50. They contend that Standard
Chiorine “never processed any DCB [Dichlorobenzene] or TCB [Trichlorobenzene]
in any building on Lot 50.” PRP Letter, at 3-4.

This is a semantic tempest in a teapot. As an initial matter, whatever SCCC did with
DCB on Lot 50, it at least sometimes called these actions “processing.” As SCCC'’s
subsidiary Chloroben stated in its 1993 ISRA filing relating to Lot 50 “from 1962 to
1982, Standard Chlorine Chemical Co. (‘SCC’) processed bulk dichlorobenezenes
to make paradichlorobenzenes solids and liquid technical orthodichlorobenzene at
the site.” Chloroben, Site Evaluation Submission, Description of Past Operations, p.
1 (June 14, 1993), attached hereto as Exhibit B (emphasis added).

Perhaps the PRPs mean that SCCC never performed chemical reactions to
synthesize DCB on Lot 50. If so, this is irrelevant. Whether described as
“processing” or not, SCCC clearly handled and spilled significant quantities of DCB
on Lot 50, which is the reason DCB has been found in the soil of Lot 50 at
concentrations up to 11,800 ppm. Remedial Investigation Report (RIR), Table 5-6,
p. 5-22 (1993). The semantic hairsplitting is meaningless. There can be no question
that SCCC contaminated portions of Lot 50 with DCB — whatever word is used to
describe its operations there.

PRPs cite no credible environmental evidence of a release of TCB by Tanatex on
Lot 50

Thermo Fisher’'s Cover Letter pointed out that the environmental sampling data from
Lot 50 suggests that TCB is present on the Site due to releases of DCB handled by
SCCC (in which traces of TCB would have present). This is because TCB is found




Mr. Walter Mugdan
May 3, 2012
Page 4

on Lot 50 only where DCB is also found in much higher concentrations. Moreover,
where TCB and DCB are found together in meaningful concentrations in the soil of
Lot 50, the concentration of TCB as a percentage of the total of TCB+DCB is below
3%, about what might be expected based on literature regarding the concentration
of TCB traces in commercial DCB. Cover Letter, p. 5

In response, the PRPs accuse Thermo Fisher of attempting to mislead the USEPA
by ignoring the sampling results from sample location SB-2A reported in Table 5-6
of the 1993 RIR, in which (PRPs claim) TCB represents 30% of the combined
TCB+DCB. However, the PRPs are relying on data that are utterly meaningless
because they are all estimated concentrations below detection limits. In presenting
their argument, the PRPs significantly altered the data relating to SB-2A from how
they actually appear in the RIR. As the highlighted excerpt from Table 5-6 shown
below clearly indicates, all of the TCB and DCB concentrations reported for sample
location SB-2A are estimated “J” values, which are only about half or less than half
of the samples’ stated “D.L.” (detection limit).

TABLE 5-6 .
SUMMARY OF ARALYTICAL DATA
- SOIL BORINGS :
YOLATILE AND SEMIVOLA TILE ORGANICS
SCCC, KEARNY, KJ

CB219 TR i

LAB MUMBER HA3%3
SAMPLE NUMBER MW SB2A 5828 SB3A

. CONC. DL | CGONC. DL | OONC. DL. {ONC DL !
YOL's (np/kg)
Chioemethame D T00]___ND B]__ND T00]__ND 1480
Acetone NA NA 16 3] 4300J) 7w00]  ND 1400
2-Bumnme NA NA ND 3 ND 7000l 4303 1400 |
1.1, HTrichlorocthane ND 40| ND KD 71000) 3607 100 |
Carbon Tetrachioride ND ™| ND D 7H000| ND 130
Benzewe ND @ ND 45000 JI 71000} 3201 1400
12Dichiormethene —NA NA ND_ | 7100] KD 0
Chiorobenzene BMDL 60| ND 220000 | 71000} 15000 00
Tolne NA ) 138 9601|7100 1607 0]
Xylene NA NA ND 1B ND 71000
| Tewachioroethens ND ) 3] 13| _ND 106] KD 400 -
St NA NA, ND 13| _MD 71000 ND 1480 |
BNA's (wp/kz)
1,3Dichiceobenrene 1140 3% _ 6800 J| 13000 | 9200000 | 1200000 | 400000 [ 2000
1,3Dicarobenzene 30 3500 3] 13000 | 1300000 | 1200000 | 410000 | 12000
14D ichiorobenrene 1290 1j00._ 3400 J| 13000 | 1300000 | 1200000 | 430008 | 1000 |

fene 3220 30 _ 53007 13000 ND | 1200000 WD 2000 |

2 Methyl Naphthalene NA NA 6600 13000 ND 1200000 ND 2000 |
12#Tric orobenzane ND 460 600G 71 13000 | 2400007 | 1200000 | 34000 | 12000

However, in the table on page 7 of the PRP Letter (purportedly containing data
taken from Table 5-6) the PRPs omitted the “J” that appears next to each
concentration of TCB or DCB reported for sample SB-2A, as shown above.

Obviously, no meaningful conclusions can be drawn by calculating ratios of low-
level concentrations that are estimated values, well below the detection limit and
therefore, by definition, incapable of accurate quantification. All that can be reliably
stated is that there were some concentrations of both TCB and DCB in sample SB-

'of particular significance, this pattern is observed in sample SB-2B collected from an area
adjacent to the west side of Building 2 — an area used by Keaton or Crown Rubber Company
during Tanatex’s period of operation (and therefore completely inaccessible to Tanatex), but
used to formulate drain cleaners containing DCB during Standard Chiorine’s long tenure.
Standard Chlorine, CERCLA §104(e) Response, p. 6 (July 21, 2008). The Building 2 soil
sampling results establish beyond dispute that the DCB which SCCC released on Lot 50
contained TCB in relatively low concentrations.
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2A. The PRPs’ effort to draw meaningful conclusions from the analyses of this
sample by ignoring the qualifiers placed on these data is invalid and inappropriate.?

The PRPs also claim that sediment data from the drainage ditch that traverses the
center of the Site contradict Thermo Fisher's contentions because they show TCB
concentrations up to 16% of TCB+DCB. However, although the PRPs tendentiously
refer to this ditch as the “Lot 50 drainage ditch,” this ditch historically received
SCCC’s wastewater discharges, rendering sediment data from the ditch completely
meaningless to the question of whether TCB was released by Tanatex on Lot 50.
Indeed, the PRPs particularly rely upon samples from sample locations 3 and 4
collected during the RIR. However, the RIR specifically states that “[lJocations 3 and
4 were near the head of the two ditch branches” and that location “3 is near the
NPDES outfall.” RIR, p. 4-14. The RIR elsewhere states that “SCCC also estimated
that 1,500 pounds per year of 1,2, 4-trichlorobenzene were released in air emissions
and 5,000 pounds per year were released in wastewater discharge.” RIR, p. 1-7
(emphasis added). The existence of TCB releases on Lot 50 obviously cannot be
inferred based on samples of sediment from a ditch that was impacted by significant
TCB releases from operations on other parts of the Site.’

The PRPs also cite soil analysis data that they claim were collected “during the
barrier wall alignment investigation” from a location that appears to be near the
property boundary of Lot 50. They claim these data show TCB at concentrations of
1.8% to 15% of Total DCB+TCB. However, the PRPs have not supplied the report
that purportedly presented these data from BW-18A, which limits our ability to
comment upon them. No reliance should be placed upon these unverified sampling
results.

In any event, the PRPs fail to explain how Tanatex could have been responsible for
TCB in a location on the border of the Seacoast site that is hundreds of feet from the
two buildings it leased on Lot 50. In the absence of any evidence of how TCB from
Tanatex could have reached a location so remote from its operations, the barrier
wall sample BW-18A provides no evidence of a Tanatex contribution to the TCB
present on Lot 50.

% We note that the concentration of TCB in sample SB-2B from Building 2 upon which we
relied is also an estimated concentration below method detection limit. However, unlike the
PRPs, Thermo Fisher clearly indicated this data qualifier (J) and its meaning in the table that
appears on page 5 of the Cover Letter. Moreover, for purposes of the point made in the
Cover Letter, the fact that this TCB concentration is an estimated value is completely
irrelevant. The DCB concentrations in that sample were relatively high (11,800 ppm) and
were not estimated. On the other hand, the estimated TCB concentration was relatively low
(240J ppm). Whether this TCB value is higher or lower than the true value by half (or more)
would not alter the fundamental point made by the comparison: TCB is present on Lot 50,
but only at a fraction of the DCB concentration, as would be expected at a DCB spill site.

® The PRPs also state — without citation to any evidence of any kind — that the septic
systems in Buildings 1 and 3 used by Tanatex discharged to this ditch. PRP Letter, at 8.
However, Thermo Fisher in its Response referred to Edison engineering drawings that
showed that these buildings discharged to septic tanks. Response, at 23, Exhibit R. The
PRP’s baseless assertions should be entirely discounted.
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Even if there were some locations on Lot 50 where the concentration of TCB in soil
relative to DCB is significantly higher than the typical concentrations of TCB in
technical grade DCB (~1.6% -- USEPA, Support Document, Health Effects Test
Rule: Chlorinated Benzenes, Table 2, p. 22 (June 1980)), this would still not
constitute proof of a release of TCB by Tanatex. There are at least two reasons for
this. First, as the PRPs themselves assert “DCB isomers are significantly more
water-soluble, and consequently less adsorptive, than TCB.” PRP Letter, p. 9.
Accordingly, a gradual increase in the concentration of TCB relative to DCB in soil is
exactly what one would expect as the DCB was subject to greater flushing away by
water movement through the soil column over time. In soil more subject to water
movement or with a greater affinity for binding TCB, the skewing of concentrations
toward TCB would be more pronounced. This may be what occurred in the case of
Sample BW-18A.

Moreover, there is an alternative plausible explanation for the presence of TCB on
Lot 50: releases of the TCB products processed by SCCC. Although, to our
knowledge, SCCC has not acknowledged the use or release of TCB or TCB-related
wastes on Lot 50, Standard Chlorine obviously released significant quantities of
TCB on Lot 49 of the Site (where TCB was detected in soil at concentrations up to
75,000 ppm). It is certainly plausible that at some time over the more than 25 years
during which SCCC operated the entire Site, it took some action that intentionally or
inadvertently moved a small amount of TCB from Lot 49 onto Lot 50. While this is
entirely speculative at this time, the PRP Group engages in an equal degree of
speculation in attributing releases to Tanatex based on nothing more than
‘conventional knowledge.” At the very least, the possibility that SCCC moved some
used equipment, containers or debris containing residual TCB from its processing
area on Lot 49 to Lot 50 is no more remote than the possibility that well-run Tanatex
for some reason chose to dump its valuable products onto the Site. In short, as
stated in our Cover Letter, there is no reason to invent a release from the operations
of Tanatex in order to explain the environmental conditions of Lot 50.*

Thermo Fisher wishes to reiterate that it does not rely on the ratios between TCB
and DCB in the environmental sampling data from Lot 50 to establish that no
release of hazardous substances from the operations of Tanatex occurred.
Instead, Thermo Fisher relies on the affirmative information presented in its
Response that Tanatex did not conduct its operations in such a manner that would
have led to such a release and the complete absence of any properly cognizable
evidence establishing anything to the contrary.

Thermo Fisher showed that nothing in the environmental sampling data
necessitates the conclusion that a predominately TCB-containing product was ever
released on Lot 50, particularly any product associated with Tanatex’s operations in

* The PRPs go on at great length to assert that the highly skewed concentrations of TCB
and DCB in the groundwater of Lot 50 (TCB as % of TCB+DCB of 0.15% to 0.4%) could be
the result of various contaminant fate and transport considerations. At this time, Thermo
Fisher does not take a position on the PRPs’ assertions because they are irrelevant. The
key point is that, like the soil sampling data from Lot 50, there is nothing in the groundwater
sampling data that requires a release of a TCB product on an area of Lot 50 used by
Tanatex to explain the ratios between DCB and TCB that are observed.
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Buildings 1 and 3. Nothing presented by the PRPs in their Letter contradicts this
conclusion.

The PRPs’ other contentions regarding the operations of Tanatex are erroneous

The PRP Letter contains a number of additional inaccurate and unsupported
characterizations of the operations of Tanatex and Thermo Fisher's Response. It
would unnecessarily burden this letter to note all of these inaccuracies. The failure
of Thermo Fisher to directly contradict any of these statements should not be
regarded as an admission. However, we address a few of these assertions below.

The PRPs inaccurately contend that the Response does not state how Tanatex
addressed wastes from its operations on the Site. PRP Letter, at 2. First, the
Response stated (and quoted in detail the explanation of Tanatex’s President of the
basis for this statement) that “the production operations that Tanatex used in Kearny
did not create any by-products that became solid or liquid wastes requiring
disposal.” Response, at 15. The Response acknowledged that “Tanatex would
have generated ordinary, non-hazardous trash similar to any commercial operation”
and stated that Tanatex did not engage in any on-site disposal of such wastes. /d.,
at 21. Accordingly, the PRP’s assertion is simply empty and inaccurate rhetoric.

Without citation to any evidence, the PRPs make the unsupported assertion that
Tanatex’s operations would have necessitated “frequent vessel cleanings between
batch operations.” PRP Letter, at 2. To the contrary, the Response quoted a
statement by the President of Tanatex that the material adhering to the side of a
mixing tank “was squeegeed into the last, incomplete drum which, in turn, would be
added to the next finished batch of the product.” Response, at 15. The PRPs
ignore this statement to invent a story that they apparently wish were true.

For some reason, the PRPs make the point that the TCB that Tanatex may have
purchased from Hooker Chemical contained only 97% 1,2,4-TCB and attempt to
imply that the remaining 3% may have been DCB. PRP Letter, at 5. As an initial
matter, the PRPs’ characterization of the Hooker specification sheet is inaccurate.
97% of 1,2,4-TCB is identified on the sheet as the product’s minimum concentration.
Moreover, the sheet goes on to state that the typical concentration of 1,2,3-TCB (as
opposed to 1,2,4-TCB) is 2.3%. Contrary to PRPs’ contention, this leaves only
0.7% or less of the product (not 3%) that could constitute non-TCB materials,
including DCB.

However, the more significant point is that this is entirely irrelevant. The issue
raised by Thermo Fisher in the Cover Letter and contested by PRPs is whether
anything in the environmental sampling data from Lot 50 establishes that a release
of a TCB product took place. The fact that TCB used by Tanatex may have
contained up to 0.7% DCB cannot shed any light on whether releases of a TCB
product took place. Lot 50 was contaminated with DCB because SCCC indisputably
spilled significant amounts of it. Because of this, the presence of DCB in soil
obviously cannot be a “marker” for TCB releases on the Site. Like its quibbling over
our use of the word “processing” to describe SCCC’s operations, PRPs here are
raising red herring arguments to try to confuse the valid points we presented in the
Cover Letter.
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Finally, the PRPs raise further unproductive arguments regarding the estimates of
chemical usage that Thermo Fisher presented in the Response. Thermo Fisher
provided these estimates in a good faith effort to comply with the USEPA’s §104(e)
request; it believes that they are reasonable and stands by them. It is not necessary
here to answer the PRPs contentions regarding these estimates; needless to say,
Thermo Fisher disputes them.

However, it is easy to see why these estimates are distasteful to the PRPs because
they make clear that Tanatex's impact on the Site could be no more than de
minimis, even if the PRPs speculative contentions that Tanatex dumped its products
on the Site were true.

The following table compares the usages of Chemicals of Concern naphthalene,
DCB and TCB (COC) at the Site by the PRPs’ predecessors and by Tanatex, as
disclosed by §104(e) response and environmental reports.

Company Usage of Chemicals of Concern (tons/yr) Years of Use Total COC % of Total

Naphthalene DCB TCB* Use (tons) Use

White Tar 6,300° unknown unknown 1916-1933 (18)¢ 113,400 21%

Koppers? 9,300-16,000 600-900 unknown 1934-62 (29) 387,150 72%
Mean: 12,600 Mean: 750

SCCes unknown 1,250 750 DCB: 1963-81 (19) 32,000 6%

TCB: 1970-80 (11)
Tanatex n/a n/a 100-192 1954-1963 (10} 1,460 0.3%
Mean: 146
Total 534,010

*Not including the trace TCB present in the DCB handled by Koppers and SCCC.

This simple table reflects a number of simplifying assumptions. For one thing it
overstates the relative responsibility of these parties because it ignores the
contribution to the conditions of the Site related to the chromium ore processing
residue generated by Diamond Shamrock and its predecessors, as well as any
contribution by the battery manufacturer Emark Battery Corp. (Cooper Industries).
Moreover, these chemical usage estimates necessarily vastly overstate the relative
contribution by Tanatex to the conditions of the Site because it does not account for
the fact that Tanatex (at the very least) did not discharge the chemicals it used as
part of its regular operations (indeed, had no documented releases at all). On the
other hand, the other parties listed in the table released large quantities of the

® White Tar’s annual naphthalene usage is assumed to be one-half of the mean of Koppers’
1954 usage range. This estimate is employed for illustration purposes only. The actual
values could be higher or lower.

® Beazer East, CERCLA §104(e) Responses, at 3.

" Id., at. 3-4, 9 and Table 7. It should be noted that Beazer stated “the estimated volumes of
materials used are based upon documents prepared in the early 1950s, and may or may not
be representative of volumes of chemicals used at the Site before or after that period.” Id.,
at9.

® RIR, at 1-7. The estimated chemical use volumes and period of use do not include the
unstated volume of DCB that SCCC “brought to the site in tank trucks and blended with an
emulsifier” between 1981 and 1987. /d.
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chemicals they used as a regular part of their operations. SCCC alone
acknowledged discharging 12,600 pounds/year of waste to its on-site lagoons and
5,000 pounds/year of TCB in its wastewater. RIR, at 1-7.

The table set forth above is not intended to be a finely-tuned estimate of the relative
contribution of the respective responsible parties. However, it does not need to be
to make its point. No matter how these numbers are shaken and stirred and even if
it were assumed that Tanatex released chemicals at a rate in any way comparable
to the regular operational discharges of the other historical chemical operators on
the Site (despite the lack of evidence that Tanatex discharged any hazardous
substances at all), Tanatex’s share of responsibility for the environmental conditions
of the Site would still have to be accounted as de minimis.

Thermo Fisher's willingness to engage in further dialogue with the PRPs

As noted above, Thermo Fisher and ATC do not regard the aggressive posturing of
the PRPs in the PRP Letter to be a productive method of initiating a dialogue among
the parties regarding the Site. Nevertheless, Thermo Fisher and ATC remain willing
to engage in a dialogue with the PRPs to determine if there is any mutually
satisfactory basis by which any possible claims by the PRPs against ATC could be
resolved. However, any such resolution must take into account the lack of evidence
that Tanatex released any hazardous substances into the environment of the Site,
its de minimis share of chemical usage in comparison to the other parties at the
Site, the recognition that ATC is the corporate successor to Tanatex and the unique
circumstances presented by ATC’s financial status. Alternatively, we would be
interested in hearing a direct discussion with Region 2 regarding these matters.

Thermo Fisher appreciates your consideration of the matters set forth in this letter.
If you have any questions concerning these matters, we would be pleased to
|de additional information.

OUI’S

ML

J. Forrest Jghes
JFJ:pp/enclosures

cc: Leena Raut, EPA
Alison Hess, EPA
Margaret Kelly, Esq., Standard Chlorine Chemical Corporation, Inc.
Lori Mills, Esq., Tierra Solutions, Inc. and Occidental Chemical Corporation
Charles McChesney I, Esq., Beazer East, Inc.
Gary Gengel, Esq., Cooper Industries, LLC
Davon Collins, Esq., Cooper Industries, LLC
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Wuited States nf America

STATE OF WISCONSIN ?

OFFICE OF THE SS.
SECRETARY OF STATE

To All tn Whom Thyese Presents Shall Gome, Greeting:

I, DOUGLAS La FOLLETTE, Secretary of State of the State of Wisconsin
and Keeper of the Great Seal thereof, do hereby certify that annexed copy
has been compared by me with the document on file in this Office and that
the same is a true copy thereof; and that I am the legal custodian of
said document, and that this certification is in due form.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have
hereunto set my hand and affixed
the Great Seal of the State.

- e Ll

Secretary of State

DATE: AN 2 6 199

Corporation Division
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SYBR&EQEBM ORATION, A DELAWARE CORPORATION
s SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPO&???BH, A WISCONSIN CORPORATION
of SOYY 797
The undersigned corporation hereby executes the foIlowing Articles of
Merger:

1. The names of the corporations which are parties to the Merger and the
states in which such corporations are organized are as follows: |
Sybron Corporation, a Delaware corporation
Sybron International Corpoiation, a Wisconsin corporation
2. The surviving corporation shall be Sybron International Corporafion,
which shall be. governed by the laws of the State of Wisconsin,
3. The Agreement and Plan of Merger is attached as Exhibit A.
4. fhe Agreement and Plan of Merger was approved by Sybron International
| Corporation in accordance with Section 180.1103 of the Wisconsin Business
Corporation Law. |
5. The Agreement and Plan of Merger was approved by Sybron Cbrporation
in accordance with Sectipn 252 of the Delaware General Corporation Law.
6. In accordance with the Agreement and Plan of Merger, the Merger is
effective upon the later of (a) 5:00 o'clock p.m., Milwaukee, Wisconsin time, on

January 31, 1994, or (b) the later of the filing of Articles of Merger with the

office of the Wisconsin Secretary of State and the filing of a Certificate of

Merger‘with the office of the Delaware Secretary of State.

JAN 27 12:00PH
#'#
130837 DCORP-MI
JAH 27 12:00FH
# #
130538 EXFED 23

QB2\63138.




IN WITHESS WHEREOF, the undersigned corporation has caused these Articles
of Merger to be executed in its name thfsé&é?iﬁay of January, 1994.

SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION,
A WISCONSIN CORPORATION

By:
. Kenneth F{ Yon}%
Chairman of the Boafd,
President and Chief
Executive Officer

This instrument was drafted by
Kathryn M. Coates, Esg.

082163138, -2




EXHIBIT A
AGREEMENT AND PLAN OF MERGER

THIS AGREEMENT AND PLAN OF MERGER, is made and entered into as of this 10th day of
December, 1993, by and between Sybron International Corporation, a Wisconsin corporation (the “Surviving
Corporation™), and Sybron Corporation, a Delaware corporation (the “Merging Corporation™). The Merging
Corporation and the Surviving Corporation are sometimes collectively referred to herein as the “Constituent

Corporations.” |

Recitals

The Merging Corporation is a Delaware corporation having authorized capital consisting of 100,000.000
shares of Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, of which 23,170,613 shares were issued and outstanding
as of December 1, 1993, 10,000,000 shares of Nonvoting Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, none of
which are issued and outstanding, and 20,000,000 shares of Preferred Stock, $0.01 par vaiue per share, none of

which are issued and outstanding.

The Surviving Corporation is a Wisconsin corporation having authorized capital consisting of 110,000,000
shares of Common Stock, $0.01 par value per share, of which 100 shares are issued and outstanding, all of
which are owned by the Merging Corporation, -and 20,000,000 shares of Preferred Stock, $0.01 par value per
share, none of which are issued and outstanding. .

The Merging Corporation and the Surviving Corporation have determined it to be advisable for the
Merging Corporation to merge with and into the Surviving Corporation (the “Merger”) pursuant to the
applicable provisions of the Wisconsin Business Corporation Law (“WBCL") and the Delaware General
Corporation Law ("DGCL") on the terms hereinafter set forth, and the Boards of Directors of the Merging
and Surviving Corporations have each approved and adopted this Agreement and Plan of Merger and

authorized the execution hereof.

The parties intend that this Agreement be a plan of reorganization within the meaning of Section 368(a)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the “Code™), and that the Merger be a tax free
reorganization under Section 368(a) of the Code.

Plan of Merger
In consideration of the premises, the parties hereto adopt and make this Agreement and Plan of Merger
and prescribe the terms and conditions of such Merger and the manner of carrying the same into effect, which
shall be as follows: .
1. Effective 'ﬁpon the later of (a) 5:00 p.m., Milwaukee time, on January 31, 1994, or (b) the later
of the filing of Articles of Merger with the office of the Wisconsin Secretary of State and the filing of a

Certificate of Merger with the office of the Delaware Secretary of State (such time and date, or filing, as
the case may be, being referred to herein as the “Efective Date”), the Merging Corporation shall be

merged with and into the Surviving Corporation.

2. The manner and basis of converting the issued and outstanding shares of the Merging
Corporation's stock and the outstanding stock options granted under the Merging Corporation’s 1988
Stock Option Plan, 1990 Stock Option Plan, 1993 Long-Term Incentive Plan and 1994 Outside
Directors' Stock Option Plan (collectively, the “Option Plans”) into shares of stock and stock options of
the Surviving Corporation shall be as follows:

(a) At the Effective Date, each of the shares of stock of the Merging Corporation issued and
outstanding or held as treasury shares on the Effective Date shall, without any action on the part of
cither of the Constituent Corporations or any holder of such shares, be converted into an equal
number of fully paid and nonassessable shares. of the Common Stock of the Surviving Corporation

(subject to the liability under Section 180.0622(2)(b) of the Wisconsin Starutes).
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(b) Each stock centificate which, prior to the Effective Date, represented issued shares of the
Merging Corporation shall be and become on the Effective Date a certificate representing an
identical number of shares of Common Stock of the Surviving Corporation, automatically by virtue
of the Merger and without any action on the pan of the bolder thereof. .

{(c) Each stock option granted by the Merging Corporation (under the Option Plans of the
Merging Corporation) and outstanding immediately prior to the Effective Date shall, by virtue of the
Merger and without any action on the pan of the holder thereof, be converted into and become a
stock option to purchase, upon the same terms and conditions, the number of shares of the Surviving
Corporation's Common Stock (subject to further adjustment as may be provided in the Opuon
Plans) which is equal to the number of shares of the Merging Corporation’s Common Stock which
the holder thercof would have received had such holder exercised the option in full immediately
prior to the Effective Date (whether or not such option was then exercisable). The price per share
payable upon exercise of each of said options shall (subject to future adjustments as may be provided
in the Option Plans) be equal to the exercise price per share thereof immediately prior 10 the
Effective Date. A number of shares of the Surviving Corporation’s Common Stock shall be reserved
for issuance upon the exercise of options outstanding or available for future grants under the Option
Plans equal to the number of shares of the Merging Corporation's Common Stock so reserved
immediately prior to the Effective Date. -

The Option Plans, and all outstanding stock options thereunder, shall immediately prior 1o the
Effective Date of the Merger be automatically amended to the extent necessary to permit continuance of
the Option Plans and continuance and conversion of said stock options into those of the Surviving
Corporation following the Merger as provided herein, notwithstanding any provisions beretofore con-
tained in such Option Plans and such outstanding stock options governing the effect of a merger of
Sybron Corporation in which Sybron Corporation is not the surviving corporation (recognizing that the
purpose of the Merger is solely to effect a change in corporate domicile from Delaware to Wisconsin).

3. At the Effective Date, all of the shares of stock of the Surviving Corporation issued and
outstanding immediately prior to the Effective Date shall be canceled and returned to the status of

authorized but unissued shares.

4. On the Effective Date, each employee benefit plan and incentive compensation plan 1o which the
Merging Corporation is then a party (including, without limitation, the Option Plans) shall be assumed
by, and continue to be the plan of, the Surviving Corporation. To the extent any employee benefit plan or
incentive compensation plan of the Merging Corporation or any of its subsidiares provides for the
issuance or purchase of, or otherwise relates to, the Merging Corporation's Common Stock, after the
Effective Date such plan shall be deemed to provide for the issuance or purchase of, or otherwise relate
10, the Surviving Corporation’s Common Stock upon the same terms and conditions.

5. The officers and directors of the Surviving Corporation on the Effective Date shall be and
continue to be the officers and directors of the Surviving Corporation thereafter until their successors are

duly appointed or elected.

6. The Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws of the Surviving Corporation, as they exist immediately
prior to the Effective Dale, shall remain in effect as the Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws of the
Surviving Corporation thereafter, unaffected by the Merger,

7. On the Effective Date, the Merging Corporation shall be merged with and into the Surviving
Corporation, which shall continue its corporate existence under the laws of the State of Wisconsin. The
effect of the Merger shall be as provided in this Agreement and Plan of Merger and the applicable
provisions of the WBCL and the DGCL. The separate existence and corporate organization of the
Merging Corporation shall cease upon the Effective Date, and the Surviving Corporation shall possess all
of the rights, privileges, immunities and franchises, of a public as well as of a private nature, of each of the
Constituent Corporations; and all property, real, personal and mixed, and all debts due on whatever
account, including subscriptions to shares, and all other choses in action, and all and every other interest.
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of of belonging to or due to cach of the Constituent Corporations. shall be taken and deemed to be
wransferred to and vested in the Surviving Corporation without further act or deed; and the title to any real
estate, or any interest therein, vested in either of the Constituent Corporations shall not revert or be in any
way impaired by reason of such Merger. The Surviving Corporation shall thenceforth be responsible and
liable for all the liabilities and obligations of each of the Constituent Corporations, and any claims
existing or action or proceeding pending by or against the Constituent Corporations may be prosecuted 10
judgment as if such Merger had not taken place. Neither the rights of creditors nor any liens upon the
property of either Constituent Corporation shall be impaired by the Merger.

8. This Agreement and Plan of Merger shall be submitted to the sharehoiders of each of the
Constituent Corporations hereto in accordance with the applicable provisions of law, and the consumma-
tioa of the Merger herein provided for is conditioned upon the approval and adoption bereof by the
sharebolders of the respective parties as provided by law.

9. This Agreement and Plan of Merger and the Merger herein contemplated may be abandoned by
the Board.of, Directors of either of the Constituent Corporations at any time prior to the Effective Date.
This Agfeement may be amended, modified or supplemented at any time (before or after shareholder
approval) prior to the Effective Date with the mutual consent of the Boards of Directors of the Merging
Cotporatich’ and :thenSurviving Corporation; prcvided, however, that this Agreement may not be
amended, modificdof supplemented after it has been approved by the Merging Corporation’s sbhare-
bolders in any manner which, in the judgment of the Board of Directors of the Merging Corporation,

would have 2 material adverse effect on the rights of the Merging Corporation’s shareholders or in any
manaer not permitted under applicable law. ‘

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement and Plan of Merger to be executed
by their duly authorized officers, all as of the day and year first above written,

~ SYBRON CORPORATION,
a Delaware corporation

/s/ Kenneth F. Yontz

By:
" Chairman of the Board, President
and Chief Executive Officer
Attest: /s! R. Jeffrey Harris

Secretary

SYBRON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION,
a Wisconsin.corporation

/s/ Kenneth F. Yontz

By:
Chairman of the Board, President
and Chief Executive Officer
Attest: /s/ R, Jeffrey Harris

Secretary
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ALAMN ¥V, LOWENSTEIN
MCHARD M. SANDLER
BENEDICT M. KOKHL
ARNOLD FISMER

JOSEPH LEVOW STEINBERG

MATTHEW . BOYLAN
SRUCE D. SHOULSON
JOHNM R, MACKAY 200
RAATIN R. GOODMAN
JOHN D. BCHUPPER
STEPHEN N. DERMER
MICHAEZL L. RODBURG
ALLEN B. LEVITHAN
R BARRY STIOER
GREGORY 8. AEILLY
PETER M. EHRENBERG
STEVEN 8. FUCRST

THEODORK V. WELLS, JR.

WILLIAM S. KATCHEN
MICHAEL DORE
JOHN L. KRAFT

RECEIVED X 1 ¢ 8%

LOWENSTEIN, SANDLER, KOHL, FISHER & BOYLAN

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
COUNSELLORS AT LAW
65 LIVINGSTON AVENUE
ROSELAND, NEW JERSEY

GERALD KROVATIN
RICHARD ©. WILKINSON
ALAN WOVSANIKER
KENNETH J. 5LUTSRY
DAVID L HARRIS
WILLIAM P, MUNDAY
OANICL J. BARXIN

PRYLLIS F, PASTERNAK
PAUL C. PAWLOWSKI
DEMNNIS F. GLEASON
ROBERT G. MINION
JEFFRLY U. WILD
ANTHUR H, SAIEWITZ
MARC B. KRAMER
JOMHM M. NOLAN

GARY M. WINGENS

GEONGE J. MAZIN
JAMES STEWART

AGREAT L KAAKOWER Q70686-1791 SUNIL K. GARG

KEITH W. ARSBACHER EILEEN M. CLARK

LAURA R, KUNTZ TELEPHONE (201) 992-8700 ALLEN P. LANGJANR
ROSERT O. CHESLER JOMN 8. MECUSKEN
RICNARD F. RICCI PAUL F. KOCH It

KEVIN ROVACS FACSIMILE (201} 982-8020 SYUART GOLD

JOHK L BEAGER SRUCE S ROSEN

DAVID W FIELD i JAYNE A. PRITCHARD
MARTHA L. LESTER MIRIAM XAMAN BRODY
LINDA PICKERING SOMERVILLE OFFiCE DARRYL EVERETT GUGIG

JOHK D HOGOBOOM

SAMUEL B. SANYO, UR.
TCRWY €. THORNTON

JONATHAN T. K. COHEN
SUSAN L. YOUDOVIN
PAUL F. CARVELL!
GARY F. LISENBERG
GARY M. WILCOX
ROSEMARY €. AAMSAY
FRANCIS C. PRAY, JR.
VINCENT #, 8ROWNE
JEFFREY B. GRACER
LAWRENCE M. ROLNICK

TELEPHONE (308) 826-3300

NORMAN W. SPINDEL FACSIMILE (908) 328-017)

STUART 8. YUSEM

BONMIL K. LEVITY

JEFFREY M, DAVIS®

HARVEY SMITH

RICHRARD P, BOEHMER
OF COUNSEL

NEALE R. BKDROCK
TERRI L FREEMAN
KARIM G, KASPAR
SYEPMEN A. URBAN
ROBENT M. LAPINSKY
HENRY M. PRICE
DAVID A. THOMAS
ANDREW €. ANSELNI

June 15, 1993

CERTIFIED MAIL/
—RETURR RECEIPT REQUESTED

Industrial Site Evaluation Element

Division of Responsible Party Site
Remediation

New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection and Energy

401 East State Street, Fifth Floor

CN 028
Trenton, NJ 08625-0028
ATTERTION: Initial Notice

Re: Cloroben Chemical Corporation
1035 Belleville Turnpike
Kearny, Hudson County

Block 287, Lot S0

ECRA Case #93261

Dear Sir or Madam:

MICHALL M. GOOEN
PETER €. NANMIAS

JERLI L. ABRAMS

SHEILA Y. HADDOX®®
RICHARD C. SZUCH
RONALO D. COLEMAN
THOMAS M. FiT2GIBBON
STEPHEN R. BUCKING HAM
ROBERT 8. OLICK e
STEPHANIE WILSON
VIRGINIA A. LAZALA
MICHALL J. MCOONALD
GEOFFALY A, PRICL e
PETER L. SKOLNIK s
NESLIHAN $. MONTAS
KAREN €. KOSTEN
KENNCTH RICARDO PERRY
CELESTE LAGOMARSING
ALKX MOREAV

WILLIAM J. VONDERWEIDE
JOSEPHINE FARRELL-8ETZ
COWARD T. ARNOLD
HAROLD 8. ATLAS
THORAS K. MESEVAGK
WILLIAM G. CONNOLLY, I
JOYCE A DAVIS

AMY R. BITTEAMAN
MICHAEL DAVID LICHTENSTDN
HOWARD A. MATALON
ALICE K. SMALL

BRIAN WEEKS

EOWARD M. TIMMERMAN
AMY C. GROSSMAN
RICHARD A, LEVITAN
MAUREEN €. MONTAGUE
GAVIN J. ROONEY
VERENY i. SILBEAMAN
MAXIM A, THORNE

TX BAR ONLY®
CA BAR ONLY®®
DC BAR ONLYO®s
NY BAR ONLY®oo

Enclosed please find the original and two copies
of the Site Evaluation Submission for the above-referenced

facility.
Submittal Form.

Also enclosed is the Initial Notice review fee
in the amount of $750.00, and a fully completed Fee

As discussed in my April 27, 1993 transmittal
letter for the General Information Submission, the site
presently is undergoing investigation pursuant to an

Administrative Consent Order dated October 20, 1989

0681503ATYNWS3277




New Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection and Energy
June 15, 1993
Page 2

("ACO") which requires the investigation and remediation,
if necessary, of the site. The site remedial activities
are being overseen by the Bureau of State Case Management,
Joseph Karpa, Case Manager. Inasmuch as site remedial
activities are being performed in accord with NJDEPE
technical requirements under NJDEPE oversight, we
respectfully request that the Department determine the
Initial Notice to be complete without the submission of a
sampling plan, and merge this case with the ongoing Bureau
of State Case Management proceeding.

Yours very truly,

/(./c~ L) )’Mz/

Norman W. Spindel
NWS:es

Enclosure )//
cc: Margaret Wiener, Esq. (w/ enc.
Mr. Joseph Karpa (w/0 enc.)

061593ATYNWS3277
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R 12/08 NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECITON
. INOUSTRIAL SITE EVALUATION ELEMENT
’ BN ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP RESPONSIBILITY ACT (ECRA)
VR e 2204 e O AN
- e mpme - FEE SUBMITTAL FORM
AR PR SO N COF SR S SRy PP

Case # (if known) 93261

Case Name (Active Cases) _ Cloroben Chemical Corporation

Name of Business/Owner (or Applicabiity Delerminasion

Check drawn rom accouni of _Lowenstein, Sandler cpegog 3075
Amount enclosed $750.00

BUT AN "X IN THE APPROPRIATE PAYMENT BLOCK(S)

Nocmal ACTIVITY

E'EE

initlat Nollce Review
$2,000 without a Sampling Plan $
$3,000 with Sampiing Plan with UGT analysis. No GW monltoring $
$5.000 wkh Sampiing Plan other than 2 above of 4 below $3
7..333 with Sampling Plan that includes GW monioring $4
$1
$

§382

£ooaoo
DooDom

Sampiing Data Review
S00 Negative Declaration Review

Cleanup Plan Review
(Based on Cost)
$1-%9.998 $
$10,000 - $99.999 $
$100,000 - $499.999 $
$
$

g8

7
0oaoa
L YT
=S NN -
g8gge

$500,000 - $999.999
over $1,000,000

-

{Based on Cost)
$1-$9.99 $
$10,000 - $99,.999
$100,000 - $499 999 $ 7,000
$500,000 - $999.999 $10,000
over $1,000,000 $12

Qihat

Applicabilty Determmination $

Deminimus Quanilly Exemplion s

Limiled Conveyance Review $
$
$
$

-l
NONW =

P

gEEEEY 88838

Administratve Consent Ovder
Amendment 1o ACO
Confidentiality Claim

g3s!
g8
000000 Ooooo £O000

0oDoono 00000
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NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT
INDUSTRIAL SITE EVALUATION ELEMENT
CN 028, TRENTON, NJ. 08625

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP RESPONSIBILITY ACT (ECRA)
INTTIAL NOTICE
SITE EVALUATION SUBMISSION (SES)

This is the second pant of a two-parnt application form. This information must be submited within 45 days following
any spplicable sitmation as specified at NJ.A.C. 7:26B-1.5 or any triggering event as specified at NJ.A.C.
7:26B-1.6. Please refer to the instructions and NJ.A.C. 7:26B-32 before filling out this form. Answer all questions.
Should you encounter any problems in completing this form, we recommend that you discuss the mater with a
representative from the Element. Submitting incorrect or insufficient data may cause processing delays and possible
postponement of your transaction. Please call (609) 633-7141 between the hours of 8:30 am. and 4:30 p.m. 10
request assistance. :

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE
Daie June 14, 1993

). Industrial Establishment

Name Cloroben Chemical Corporation-

(a wholly-owned subsidiary of Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc
Address _1035 Belleville Turnpike

City or Town __Kearny ZipCode __ 07032
Municipality . County _Hudson
A. Opentional and Ownership History: (Attach additional sheets if necessary)
Owner/
Name Qperator Exom Io Current Address

See Attachment 1

B. Brief description of past operation(s) conducted on site (Artach additional sheets if necessary)
See Attachment 2
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2. Listafl federal and state environmental permits applied for, or received, or both, a dis facility (Autach additional
sheets if necessary)

Check hese if no permits are involved

A.. New Jersey Bureau of Air Pollutioa Coatrol

Permit Caertiflcate Date of Reason for Deaisl Explration
Number Number Approval er Dealsl (It spplicadle) Dats
See Attachment 3
B. New Jersey Pollutant Discharge Eliminstion System (NJPDES)
Discharge Date lssued Explrstion Body of Water
Number Activity or Denied | Date Discharged Into
NJ0001856 DSW 12/12/85 1/31/91* Hackensack River

FRenewal application filed August 1990

C. United State Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Identification Number and copy of the most recent
generaor Annual Report prepared pursuant 10 the New Jersey Hazardous Waste Regulations. (If applicable)

De 02175 . .

Is 3 copy of the Anmiad Report anached? _X__ Yes (See Atnchmencd___ 4 ) No

D. Resource, Conservation, Recovery Act (RCRA) Permit o___N/A

E. Burean of Underground Siorage Tank Registration Number(s) N/A -

F. All other federal, siate, local governmental permits.

Dats of Expiration
Agescy Issulag Permit Permit Neo. Approval or Date
- Deala)

Page 2 of 8



2CRA-002 ] .
2/
3. Summary of Enforcement Actions for Violation of Environmental Laws or Regulations:
Check here if muﬂu&nmucuonsmmvolved
A. Date of Action _1986-1993
Section of Law or Statute violaied NJ Water Pollution Control Act
Type of Enforcement Action Notice of Violation

Description of the Violaion __Violations of BODg, COD apd total and fecal
coliform based on the analysis of ambient waters’ whlch also

receive the discharge from facility operations.

How was the violation resolved? The violations appear to be attributable
to runoff from adjacent properties and significant vegetative
and organic matter from the natural marshy environment.
Permittee has requested different compliance points in its

permit renewal to separate facility process wastewater
" components unrelated to facility.

B. Date of Action __October 1985

Sectionof Law or Stacute violased N, J . S A, 231:5-28

Type of Enforcement Acion _Notice of Violatjon
w““m See item 10.B., first entry
$5,000.00 penalty- assessment settled for $3,000.00

How was the violation resolved? See item 10.B., first entry

4. Site Map
Is this map enclosed? _X _ Yes (Sec Auachment#__5 )
1f No, state the reason

No

(Anach additional pages. if ;leccsw})
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S. Decription of Operations:
Is this report enclosed? __-X  Yes (See Auachment#_6 ) No

Il No, state the reason

6. Description of Building Heating System:

A. How is the Induswrial Esublishment currently heated? (Oil, Gas, Electric) __Gas: Oil

How long has the Industrial Establishment been heated by the above fuel/energy source:5/70 (estlyears
B. Was the Industrial Esuablishment heated by fuel oil at any time: Yes _X No

Is information on the decommissioning of underground fuel oil Lanks included with item No. 14 of this form?

Yes X _No Ifno,explainbelow: __No underground fuel oil tanks

located at site. 10,000 gall‘on aboveground tank (diked) used
for oil storage removed ip 1988,

C. Are the results of the Integrity Evaluation for Existing Underground Fuel Oil Tanks enclosed?

Yes (See Antachment # ) No If no, state the reason

7. Summary of Industrial Esuablishment Wastewater Discharges of Sanitary and/or Industrial Wasze:

. A. Discharge Period .
Exom In Discharee Tyge Ireatment By

B. If the Industrial Esablishment discharges sanitary and/or industrial wasies 1o a publicly-owned treatment
plant, provide the name/address of that facility.

Name Telephone #

Street Address :

Municipality Suate Zip Code
Date(s) of Discharge Nature of Discharge

1.

z -

3
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8. Hoaensdhnes Subsiange aml Wame Containment Description:

Type of
Sterage Unlt

All aboveground storage tanks have been decommissioned and

Date
Instslied

Aren or

(Asch addional sheess f avcessary)

Velumeiric Capacity

(ilnclude wenits)

Moaterisl Stered

Censtruction Lecstion
Type Reference

removed from'the site

Decommissioning

or Sampling

Reference

9. Harardous Substance/Waste lnvemary:  *

Meterial
Name

See Attachment 7

inm.y
(Indicate
units)

Lecation

Reference

Sterage Method Typlcal

Asnvsl
Countalner Type/Sine Usage

Te Remsln
oen Site
(Yes or Neo)




© BCRA-002
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10. Discharge History of Hazardous Substances and Wasies:

A. Have there been any discharges of hazardous substances and wastes?
X___Yes (Compleie fltem B below) No (Go w0 ltem 10C)

B. Summary of Discharges and Resolutions

Description of Discharge Evest ' Response and Resolutions
10/7/85 Discharqge of 4,000 gal, 52311 contained by diking
. _of hydrochloric acid from a within a drainage ditch,

ruptured tank. neutralized. and removed

—No furthex action taken per

—NJDEPE direction.

3/1/90 malfunctioning valve Valve repaired; tank pumped out;
resulting in slow leak of liguid spillage neutralized; soil

sulfuric acid in diked area. excavated. Post-excavation soil

sampling indicating pH of 6.8-

7.6. S.U. submitted to NJDEPE.

No further actidn regquired by NJDEPE.
C. 1s this Industrial mm:muwmenamcmmmc:mm(&qnw&n

Part 112 or Discharge Prevention, Contasinment and Countermeasure (DPCC) Plan per NJAC 7:1E<L.1

requirements? .
X Yes ___"No A copyof the Plan(s) may be required a the discretion of the Department
11. Sampling Plan Proposal
A. s sampling proposed at the facility? __Yes (See Attachment 8 ) No X L

If sampling is not proposed, please explain below. (Attach additional sheets if necessory)
Site sampling was proposed and executed in the Remedial

" _Investigation phase of the RI/FS being conducted under the .

Admipistrative Consent Order (ACO) entered into between
NJDEPE and SCCC on October 20, 1989. The ACO is administered
nt.

B. Is groundwater sampling proposed? Yes - _X No

Note: If groundwater sampling is proposed under the plan, you must complete ECRA Form 002A “Request
for Hydrogeologic Assessment” and submit it with the application. .
See 11.A. . .
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12. Decontamination/Decommissioning Plan
A Isthe facility Decontamination/Decorimissioning Plan enclosed?

X Yes (See Anachment # ) X _No

B. 1f no, specify why decontamination/decommissioning is not considered necessary.

Decontamination/decommissionin lan to be developed a
of Feasibill ty Study Phase of RI/FS being per formed pursuyant

to October 20, 1988 ACO

13. Historical Data on environmenial quality st the Industrial Esublishment
A. Were sampling results obtained on Environmental Quality for the Industrial Establishment?
X__Yes(See Auachment # ) No

B. If samphng results were obtained but are not pan of this applmuon. please explain below:

Cloroben data previously submitted on DMRs for NJPDES
permit and pursuant to October 20, 1989 ACO., Other

responsible parties have submitted data to NJDEPE pursuant
to other requlatory proceedings

14. List any other information you are submitting or which has been formally requested by the Depanment

Description . Attachment &

EEE_CHECKLIST

Include below a breakdown of the total fee submitted with this application. (See NJ.A.C. 7:26B-1.10 for the
appropnate fees.)

Ltem Amount (S)

1. Initial Notice Review
i. Without Sampling Plan $750.00
ii. With Sampling Plan that includes only underground

storage tank analysis without pomdwuq monitoring
iii. With Sampling Plan other than ii. above or iv. below
iv. With Sampling Plan that includes any groundwaier monitoring .
Sampling Data Review
Negative Declaration Review
. Cleanup Plan Review
5 Oversight of Cleanup Plan Implemenation

alad

TOTAL FEEENCLOSED ~ §5.730.00

ARE FEES ENCLOSED? X YES

Page? of 8



ZCRA-002
12/87

CERTIFICATIONS:

A. The following centification shall be signed by the highest ranking individual at the site with overali
responsibility for that site or activity. Where there is no individual at the sile with overall responsibility for
that site of activity, this certification shall be signed by the individual having responsibility for the overall
operation of the site or activity.

! centity undor penaity of law thst the Information provided in this document is
true, accurate and complete. | am aware that there are significant civil
penaltiss for knowingly submitting false, Inaccurste or Incomplete Information
and that | am committing a crime of the fourth degree If | make a written faise
statement which |1 do not belleve (0 be true. | am aiso aware that It | knowingly
direct or suthorize the violation of N.J.S.A, 13:1K-6 gt _seq., | am personally
tiable for the penaities set forth at N.J.S.A. 13:1K~}3

Typed/Printed Name m Tide President
sowne __ \ OO Coa e 14 Qe 1932

Swom 10 and SUbu:nbod Before Me
onthis

Duod_ML_WZL

NRTARY FitBLIC OF NEW JERSEY
My Commission Expires May 14, 19%
B. The following centification shall be signed as follows:

1. For a corporation, by a principal executive officer of at least the level of vice president;

2. Fora parmership or sole proprictorship, by a general partner or the proprietor, respectively: or

3. For a monicipality, State, Federal or other public agency, by either a principal executive officer or
ranking elected official.

1 certily under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am f(amiliar with
the informstion submitted In this application and all attached documents, and
that based on my Inquiry of those Individuals Immediately responsible for
obtaining the Informstion, | believe that the submitted Information Is true,
accurate and complete. | am aware that there are significant civil penaities for
knowingly submitting taise, inaccurate, or Incomplete information and that | am
committing a crime of the fourth degree if | make a written false statement which |
do not belleve to be true. | am also aware that If | knowingly direct or suthorize

the vioiation of N.J.S.A. 13:1K-6 gt seq.. | am personally lisble for the penaities
sot forth at N.J.S.A. 13:1K«=)3

Typed/Priated N is P. Wie Title President
Sigoature __ 2N Date ’4&“ 93
Swom 10 and Subscribed Before Me

onthis /474

Date of ./ 1972

* NOTAYY PUBLIC OF NEW JERSEY
My Commission Expires May 14, 1998

Page 8 of8 -



NAME
Thomas A. Edison,
Co.

Edison Storage
Battery Co.

Emark Battery Corp.
Crown Rubber
Products Inc.
Keaton Rubber Co.
Tanatex Chemical

Corp.

Standard Chlorine
Chemical Co.

ATTACHMEST 1

OPERATOR/OWNER HISTORY"

OWNER/
OPERATOR

Owner

Owner

Operator

Owner

Owner

Operator

Owner

FROM 10 RE D

1925
1925 1947 (19597?)

Sometime during period
1925-1947 (1959?)

1947-1959 1959

1959 1962

1959 1962 Sybron Chemicals Inc.
P.O. Box 66
Birmingham, NJ 08011

1962 Present

* Based on available information obtained by reasonably diligent efforts.

081093ATYNWS2268



ATTACHMENT 2

DESCRIPTIOR OF PAST OPERATIORS

The Thomas A. Edison Co., the Edison Storage
Battery Co. and Emark Battery Corp. were manufacturers of
batteries. Both acid and lead-lined acid equipment were
used on site by these companies. Crown Rubber Products
Inc. and Keaton Rubber Co. were manufacturers of insulating
raw rubber parts, including electrical insulators and
electrical rubber plugs. These activities are believed to
have involved the use of rubber, various vulcanizing
agents, antioxidants and mineral fillers.

Tanatex Chemical Corporation was a producer of dye
carriers for the textile industry. Processes used by
Tanatex are believed to have involved the use of various
surfactants and solvents, including methylmephthalenes,
alkylated naphthalenes, trichlorobenzenes, dichloroben-
zenes, biphenyl and other common dye carrier solvents.

Finally, from 1962 to 1982, Standard Chlorine
Chemical Co., Inc. ("SCC") processed bulk dichlorobenzenes
to maké paradichlorobenzene solids and liquid technical
orthodichlorobenzene at the site. Paradichlorobenzene was
screened and packaged in 1, 50 and 300 pound containers;
orthodichlorobenzene was contained in bulk storage prior to
sale or further use by SCC or its subsidiaries. Until
1985, SCC also stored bulk dichlorobenzene mixtures on
site, and received and stored bulk hydrochloric acid for

local bulk distribution.

08140GATYNWS3268



AIR POLLUTION CONTROL PERMITS/CERTIFICATES

Permit # Desiqnation

030263

030267
065590
065591
065592
065593

Cleaver Brooks Boiler #1

Cleaver Brooks Boiler #3
Tank 18 Vent
Tank 19 Vent
Tank 20 Vent
Tank 25 Vent

OB1483ATYNWS3268

Stack #
003

005
010
011
012
013

Original

App. Date  Exp, Date

03/07/77

03/07/77

09/15/83

Current

09/01/91

09/01/91
09/15/88
09/15/88
09/15/88
09/15/93

ATTACHMENRT 3

Status of
Equipzent

out of
service

removed
removed
removed
removed

removed



ATTACHMENT 4

OFFICIAL USEONLY
Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc. Ann. Fee
Site Name 1035 Belleyille Turnpike RA
. Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 Date
Recd B
EPAIDNo.N_J D 00 .2 17 5 0517 Y

1991 FEE YERIFICATION WORKSHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete the below fee category information. If your site is required to
submit a fee, then attach the check were indicated.

Attach check here (do not send cash)
Make Payable to:  Treasurer State of New Jersey

Mail Report to: NIDEPE, Bureau of Revenue
CN417
428 Bast State Street
Trenton, NJ 08625-0417

Fee Category

No Fee This site (company) manifested less than 1.33 tons of
hazardous waste for the calendar year .

X | $200.00 This site (company) manifested 133 tons or more of
hm:donswlstebutlmthanmtonsofbmrdonswaste
dnnng the calendar year.

$300.00 This site (company) manifested 10 tons or more of
hazardous waste but less than 100 tons of hazardous waste
during the calendar year.

$400.00 This site (company) manifested lOb tons or more of
bazardous waste during the calendar year.

s Other, the attached check is for multiple sites as
Mentified on the reverse side of this form.




CONVERSION TABLE
Tons = Gallons(G)x8.34
2000

= Pounds (P) divided by 2000

= Cubic Yards (Y) x 1684.8
2000

= Liters (L) x 2.203
2000

= Kilograms (K) x 2,204
2000
If the check artached is for multiple sites, then list below the

EPA ldendfication Number for each site with each site's
appropriate fee indicated.

EPA ID No. FEE

Site 1 —NJD 002 175 057 $ 200.00
Site 2 4

Site 3 $

Site 4 i s

Site 5 s

Total as recorded on the attached check $  200.00




ENTER Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Ing
SITE NAME 1013 Belleviile Turnoike

Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 1991 Hazardous Wasts Repor:

FORM IDENTIFICATION AND

EPA IO NQ. I.N.L.LI.DJb_D_LZIthJL"&Lﬁ.IlI ' C CERTIFICATION

INSTRUCTIONS:  Rsad the detalied instructions beginning on pege § of the 1991 Mazardous Wasts Report booklet before campleting this txm.

SEC.1 | Ste name and location sddrees. Complets Rems A through K Mhhﬁh“kGEF.GMHiumouhbdﬂ
different, sntar corrections. f label ks absent, enter information, Instnuction page §

ABPADNA Q. Coury

Same w0 el [ .-—-[ 11 Ill 1 “ 11 " Pt l Hudson County
€ Fajsampary name Q. Hes ths sl fame ssssciatng wilh s EPA D dharged giraa 10007 D 1 Ve
M-“B O — 2 Mo
€ Sroat rame ared Aumber. ¥ nat agpicaia, st Fuatinl part, Sulldng name & ehar preysisal lesation Gemmiplion. -
. Same as \abel

- —d

'::::“ - “:-un “25:.-0

s L0L210131 21— LOLALOL 2

A e}

SEC. 8§ | Mailing aadress of slla, Insiruction page ¢

—

A 1210 aling addem $o sune o B naten stten? 8 1% (SOPTOGC )
3% _[e0TOeoxs)
5. Mavter and strest name of Saling adden

€. Ciy. toarn, inge, o,

2o Comn
—r 1917;0,3;2,,0,6:0 2

mﬂ Name, Siis, and telephans number of the peraon who should be contacted I questions aries reganding fis fiport. instruction page &

A Fasse g Last neme Pt name [ '8 & Tae IC. Telophore
Director - 20 QN n-—-uinnn
Stufano Nicola A. Special Proj. Saorwien  L_1212:4)
L A
WNWMMMMMWNWMM of products, produced or distributed.
SEC.N | e randered st e the's focation. Enter more than ane SIC Cods only ¥ P
mn:““ ’.:.ly,-eﬂ more one only i no one industry detcription intlucies e combmed
A L) . a a
22y LNy R . X7 V) Ny
1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared undar nvy drection or ion In accordance with
SEC. V | system designed o assure that qualified personnel properly gather and svaluste the informetion mwqumo;m
ummwnmummtﬂmbmmmmMumubu
best of my and Dellel, Yus, accuats and compies. | am awars that thers are signiicant penalties under Saction 3008 of the
m‘ mmuummmmnmammmmnm
IA. Moase et Last name e nasre " A Thle
Stufano Nicola A. Director-$pecial Projects
€. Sguave . G Oute o dgranse
biesb fi. Shefans 02 a3
. v

Pago 1o __ 1]

OVER —>



FORMIC

R

Sec. V1 - Generator Status EPA 10 NO. hu 0 Ho,o,z || L7 slb 15 47 |

A, 1961 Generator status 8. Aaason for not genersaing
Instruction page 7 Page d
{CHECK ONE BGX BELOW) (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
o &) L] 1 Nevergenarssa [0 « Only non-hazsedous wasts
0O 2 ma (SaP TO SEC. V) O 2 Out ot taniness O s  Pedodic or cccasional generator
0 1 soa O3 Onyextdedordeteond [0 ¢ Wass minemizason sctvity
C 4 Non genersux (CONTINUE TO BOX 8 waste 3 7  Other (SPECFY COMMENTS N BOX SELOW)

Sec. Vit - Cn-Siie Waste Management Status

Hazarcous wasts permitiac of intsrwm status 8. razardcus wasts permitted of interim | C. Hazardous wasts-exempt teatment, disoosat, of

sworage status restmene, disposal, or recyding

Instruction page 10 Page 10 Page 11
RY ) B3
Sec. VIl - Waste Minimization Activty during 1990 or 1991

A, Oid \his site begin or expand a sauce 8. Did this site beginar expand s C. Did ‘his site systsmaticaly investigate opportunities
peaustion acthity during 1990 or 19917 movcling activity during 1990 or 199171 for aqurce ~duction of recyciing during 1590 or 19917
instruction pege 11 Page 12 Page 12
0O 1 Yes Ot Yes El 1 Yoo
Bawn 22 M 02 %

D. Oid any of the factors Estad below delsy or Emit this siie’s ability 10 initiate new or additional sourme mecuction activies in 1900 or 19917
Page 12
(CHECK YES OR NO FOR EACH ITEM)

&

Ch
Ch

rsutficient capital 1 install asw source reduction squipment or implement new source reduction practicss
Lack of technical infarmation on source reduction teschniques appiicable 10 the specific produciion Processes
Source reduction is nat economically feasible: cost sevings in wasts management or production willl act recover
the capital investmant
Concam that proguct Quallty mey deciine as a result of source reduction
Tachnical imisations of he preduction processes

turders
Source reduction previously inglementsd - additional reductior: doss not agpear 10 bs technically feasible
Source reduction grevicusly inplamentad - adaiional reducton doss not 8ppeas 1 Be ecanorrically feasible
Source reduction previcusly implamentsd - addional reduciion doss not appear o be feasitie dus 8 permitiing requiremants
Other [SPEIFY COMMENTS IN BOX SELOW)

NN NNN N NN
rrperrp PPP

o0
SARN0A0 BBEE

£ 0id any of the factors fiszed balow deley or B this site’s ability 10 inliate oew or additional on-sits or off-site rCyCS0Q activilies during 1990 ar 19617
Page 12
(CHECX YES OR NO FOR EACH ITEW)

F

- . !a
E E: . inaulficent cagitsl % nstall new recycing eGuipment [y
of i pemant New mcycing practics
O [ 2 o Lackofischnical irmation on recycling sschaiques £l
apoicacle 10 this sie's specific roducion processes [}
Ch @ 2 e Roacyeting ianct sconomicelly feasitie: cont savings in
wasts management or production will not recaver the

Technical kmRations of production processes inhibit
Permniting burdans inhidit recycling

Lack of permittsd off-site recycling faciities

Unabie 0 idenity a market for recyciable matedials
Recyciing previously implemented - additonal

I recyciing does Aot 2appewr 10 be Wchnically feasidie
& O2 o wummenam h m  Recych : ;
yod recyeiing does Aot appear ©© be
Oy @2 o wummmwmwn a Recych . s W"“‘"
g recycling doee not sopewr I be feasidle dus 1B
Tt 0 2 t Rasnce lehilly provisians inhibit shipments oif she for

0 B € 0080 DF
’ [ ] »n NN »n
o

~
p

recyzSng O ar (SPECIFY COMMENTS N B3X BELOW)
T T2 g Technical imiations of production processes inhidit u

shicments ¢! site i recycting

comments:  C1040 UP activities and {ncerinm remedial actions are
the major so
" hazardous vaste. 3 urces of our

Paqozot 11




[
ENTER Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Ing.
SITE NAME 10238 %elleville Turmoike
Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 1991 Hazardous Wasta Report
eron Rl o ém WASTE GENERATION AND
MANAGEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS:  fuad e detalied instructions Daginning e page 13 of the 1991 Hazardous Wasts Repart Booklet belore sompleting this form.

$sc. | A Wasesmawsen Filling machine egquipment rinsate, Hydrochloric icid, and Sulfuric
! venmtesPeee pcid wash solution at low concentration (less thaa 0.1% pH 1-3)

were neutralized and contained in drums,

& TPA Nasvens vasle sode C D Mzwdns
boee 16 eotoe2t Lty -

Lty i) ey MEESLL TN NS

O 8C sode l.w&l_lj P, Souree ende Q. Pavit of meansemerg | W Som apde L AAA-radisacin siney
Poge 10 Puge 08 Page 17 Puge 17 Page 17 Puge 37

LB 40| o bt B Ly L | w0 2

BT i T L8648 3.0013.9) o L6 81710411.10)
(K]} e G O O Y S ¢ W [y T N I Y T 8 T O O T O P N O |

Sec. | A Cusnay goemse & 000 R Cuarally guvused It 1000 € yom Denaty A 0N o ¢3 Sy o S iufiguing
[ ] arusien fage 0 Puge i3 Page o8 u——-::-ull-:.
o o, @ Gesrarys © & Ear TP

Lt oo 13100005, L1 187000 | (8 81 1] B e comearms e
L3 0w Cl2ee 1~ proscy
vy | Louas ryrpus |

Cvete watem iyps Quarelly tugind, dhaposed o ausyuiug on ofs i W [ 11" Ouamstiytused. dapamd o7 muysind oo oie In 100

Puge Ny
et 1248 Lra 11 15H879,9 R LY CLL Lty g

Sec. | A Wes vy ot s e Sippet of 300 @ STV ) + apOMmasTONNEy
[ | Pasugtion Page 20 ]2 mewromc M

[ [ P [ T T

Site & 5PA DM of faelly wans s svpped B G Sponm iype wipped e | O Ofets oadebity cugs | € Y quaraly ippedt e 8BV
F] Page 2B Poge Puge

'I:.I:LJLJ_J.JLI_I_J@ lat L3t L 05 T I I

—

Site S $PA O Na of hally wae vy Piyped € Sy ipesigpadtn | O Ofels cntliy auis | £ Ty gty Spoed n WY
1 e [ 2.

Sec. | AO4 Moy In 1001 amd e o P vt 8: Yo mmmq
v narustion Page 38 (]2 ke meronecousum

B Asnay € Orer domy 0 Guaratly raywes b W81 G © noe ativlien | K Astty/predusion nden | 9. W01 Seves At querey
Poge 22 [ 1 Page B [ % Poge 0

Wl 61wt G| (1w Lt 1y INALLY LA Lo 1342,31014
e t itwi 1) O »

Comments. Sectioa IV, Box F - Annual reduction oot based on produczion index.

Page 3 of 11
D e




[ — ]
BEFORE COPYING FORM,
ENTER: Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Ing
SITE NAME 1035 Belleville Turnpike
Kearny, NJ 07032-0602 1991 Hazardous Waste Report
IN]J;Q”Q,O:Z”M 7|dIQ§j FORM
eaDN G M WASTE GENERATION AND
) MANAGEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS: Mead the detailed inatructions beginning on page 13 of the 1981 Hazardous Waste Regont booidet before compieting this arm,

$oc. | A Wams eneption
| Pemasion Fage 14 Unused waste fuel oil from tank bottoms.
L PAasesmiend  IDNOOY LLINIAI C. Bue e e e
LI INA ) INA] g NA L1t 26 L1y
O 8C sode tw.blﬁ F. Sourte esds @ Point of moassumart | N Lo eade L ACRA-mdasatie aisnd
Page 10 Pege 0 Page 17 Page 17 Puge 17 Puge t?
LU 4 2| seonswe WL B 1518 tly 121210 § w
a-~t N - rue CLL L0 el a Lt g e e
21 a Lt 1 -0t J0) oLl g 81 gL gt o 0t g8y
Sec. [ 3
==t Ry . gty ey vl
. m.mbl—m
HEREENEELILINE Lt g1 101000001,105 | 15 a7 1. 8475 O we pomesoemms
q:-lul:]'-l ﬁnnnn-.q
: | ovgrg grerg; |
mq—p Quantly yested, dapaacd o noysied on slis In T80V ::-.op-.. Quartiyte & 1 ot moygind on sle I WO
el L L) L1 i g Uttt} | W T T N PN |
Sec, | A Was any of S cnse ipped off she In 10072 Bu Yae CXBTVUE TO BCH §)
[ ] mution Page 39 2 mEPFTONMCM
’i‘ l::.o:sctq--unpc. c:-.w--b-- nm--,-— &:rmu-.-
|r,A|n||o,s,A”3, 7,'5[«_.,7 ,o] w0161 1] K & X1X3X11§01 01 0.2 08
%. ;:n.uu-q—-—u-lb emw-uu-. n.::-"-h-q-a t:-“--,u—omu
] | e | o i R L LLLLL G s b b
$oc. | A O row asthtiing I 1991 el In minimiantion of Bug wese? E' Yoo [CONTIUE TO XK )
N utnetion Poge 38 2 No (THl FORM @ COMMLETR)
8 Aawiy G Oter sllase O, Quarilly rveysios s 1501 Guo 4o now il | £ Astviy/prodution Ingan F. \08% Sows sduchen uanty
Page 28 P | Poge 83 Poge B3 Page 3¢
w1 fbwl 3 ) O v Lottt e Jt L i.uy NN N
et Jwey | Qe
Comments Boiler was changed from oil to gas fuel.
Page 4 o 1,
EEE— ]



Attachment

Arach a list of hazardous waste manifests for this form. The list must include the uniform
hazardous waste manifest document number and the date of the shipment. The back of Form GM
may oe used for this purpose.

Document Number Date Shipped

PAC 3927980 " 07/26/91 - Wasts 041

Page 5 of _11



BEFORE COPYING FORM,
ENTER

SITE NAME 1035 Belleville Turnpike

Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., laq

Kearny, NJ 07032-0602

EPAD NQ

8110l loror2flun oo 51

GM

1991 Hazardous Wasts Report

WASTE GENERATION AND
MANAGEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS:

Read the detalled instrucdons beginning an page £ of the 1991 Hazardous Wasts Aepart booidet before completing this form,

Soc.
]

A Weste gsswiptieon
utrustion Page 18

Transformer mineral oil - PCB contaminated less than 500 opm PCBs.

Page 18

L) N}

& PAMncansmconds | | Eﬁl L IN'|A|
L1 INTA

L INIA)

C. Sede hazardous wash qude

Poge 18
LLE@ZIS1I0) L1131 vy

€ Oniginsode L3
"

et A

F. Sowce eede
Puge V?

Q. Poirt of mwessrement
Page 17

1y

W Form mde
Page W7 Page W7

w213y R121 s 9 2|

% CAS awnbeny
g

e Lt MA L gy . Lt FALe gt

L AR radacdive mimed

s LLLINALL ) gL

o LL Lt LSl gl o LB 0 L gLt

& CQuardtly genamted b 08

e uwou Onraty

O O v sie 68 iy of P etouing b Ois

Puge ¥
99949 q1,2,2,7,40,

Page 18

E LT
01 vevew 2o

uis Sedt on atn, diapene oo she, anyule
:.“.A—m
w

01 v gomasmvemy
Dt » prowcy

On-ole ayutan ype
Page 9
at t 1 ]

Cuantly Soated, dlapaned or souysiod on who &b W81

Qeanity Vossed, dapessd or smoysind on sl &b 18

NEENEENNE N

HENENEEEERE

=

A Was arty of s naste thipped of 0e I WOTY
Betation Fage 29

B

1 Yoo QONTOUETO 00X )
2 Mo POPTONC. N

€ 5PA O Na. of foafily waste was iggnd

0. Okele ealabity sadn

C Sywum Gype sigped
fap

ALY

Poge 21

K Yowi quanity shipgad b» 1991
Page

Ly

& TPA 0 Ma, of fociity waste sus shgpud i
Fage 28

S | |

G Symms ype supped b
Page B

it L L J

o rre—

O OF-ube evalebiily sade
Puge 30

L

E X X 1X1X 11212 71.10]

Vot quantly sNipped in 1881
Page v

L]

Sec.

A O now asthelien In 1909 nd In sinkeinuten of s vaste?
ratsustion Page 20

B

1 Yo CONTIMAL TO BCX B
2 Me (Pl FOMM I COMMITY

£ Asthuity
Puge 8B

el 1 Jbwt 2. S
iwt L Jiwt 1]

G Oher oo
Fage B

O ™
O™

G Quanilly meysied It 1999 s s cow sehiion
fge 23

L e L)ty

€ Aahy/pradustion ngu
Pageo

| S Py I

£, 1901 Sasee neustan quantly
Page

Lttty

Commants:

Transformer Mineral 0il was at a sax 83 ppm PCB level, probably a more pracise
test method would have shown no PCB yet we had to accept the Waste Designated

“facility Test results.

Page 6 of 11
i




Attachment

Attach a2 list of hazardous waste manifests for this form. The list must include the uniform

hazardous waste manifest document nuraber and the date of the shipment. The back of Form GM
may be used for this purpose.

Document Number Date Shipped

NJA 1030609 03/13/91 -~ Transformer 0%l

less than 500 ppa PCB

Page 7 of 11



BEFORE COPYING FORM,
ENTER Scandard Chlorine Chemical Co., Incg
SITE NAME 1035 Belleville Turnpike
Learny, NJ 027032-0602
EPADNO. di3i0)loros2l lundlasd

1891 Hazardous Waste Report

GM

WASTE GENERATION AND

MANAGEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detaied instructions beginning on page 13 of the 1981 Hazardous Waste Repart bocidat before campleting this lorm.

HREEEEENLILIEN

KX X X1X)2,60 5 .10

30'0- A--u--::-'. Drained electrical equipment (transformer carcass less than 1

pound PCB)

8. CPA harvwma ueste sde Lt AL L NN c.:::uu—aa

;]
LLINIAT L2 1N A L1 INIA| Ly X17¢5921 L11 v 82}

O 9C ende l.onruuol_zl . Souve esde Q. Puirt of meansrernant | K, Form aude L ACAAadsadie nixeg
Poge 18 Page 1€ Prage V7 Poge 17 Poge 17 Page 17
(2181412 | smemvpe gl _INIAJ 1913 (V] o9l (73]

b T e— ol ~*raan vt FALL Y 1 o LLt NAL (.Y

73] e LI NRIL LY o LUt INTALL J-L) o LL L INtAI-L ) gL
s=q. p.q-"-':;in- lm.—-—-‘hm cz- o-q QL&:::‘&&:‘;.:‘
Seton mﬁm‘l-m

By LJ..JL.I_I

0+ ve pomesosvsmy

DiswvuQtw| K2 = prromcy
mq-,n Cuniily tesind, drpeted & mopsind on ohe b 1993 o-'.d-.q—q’- Qvanfly vestud, dhomed or oysiod on ola b 4008
It _t 4 J [ T 0 O O N YO | Lat 8 1 3 L e | L 1.t J.)
S0c. | A Was any of 9 maste shippet of sie 4 eRY? 8- Yoo CONTIE 1O SOX |y
] I evuston Page 28 T M@ TOMC M
S1b ;::.n.n-nq-——-q_u- Gmp-m- n:;-a—-q— (t;:-qwhm
|3y310l Lor 1y B .3_7|_|3 l512.5] 215 Wity % Ly RIX XX X121 61 50 91008
Site & A D No. of hallty waske wes shipped '8 C Symtom ypo higpedis | 0. OF-ste asibiity sode | & Totm quanity shipped v 1901
2 Page 20 L) Poge 21 L)
L.I_I_lLI_L.“._I_I_“_LJ_' MLt 1 ] ) L I W
800, | A 04 nes astiies s 1981 et 1t einknistion of Prs waast a; Yos [CONTIE TO 80K )
" Dtution Puge I i e (THIB FOMRM B COMMLETY
B Ausy € Oher sliome 0. Quartly resystod In 1081 gun s Aow acthvilen L Acteltyfpedustion bufen F. Y01 Smpes redussion quanaly
Pege Pege hen Pege 3 Page e
fwit t Jiwt 11| O v | A O T I O X | Lt 1. Ly ¢ 1t gy
i L Itwi 1] O™
Comments: Transformer carcass.
Page_g of 11
N




Aftachment

Arntach 3 list of hazardous waste manifests for this form. The list must inciude the uniform
hazardous waste manifest document number and the date of the shipment. The back of Form GM
may be used for this purpose.

Document Nymber Date Shipped

NJIA 0966204 03/13/91 - Transformer carcass

Page _9 of _11



BEFORE COPYING FORM, . |
ENTER Standard Chlorine Cheaical Co., Inf.
SITE NAME 1035 Belleville Turnpike
Kearny, ¥J 07032-0602 1991 Hazardous Waste Report
EPAIDNO. h..LLID.I lo.m.u.l LU.J.LS] I.O.LSLII FORM WASTE TREATMENT, DISPOSAL,
PS OR RECYCLING PROCESS
SYSTEMS
INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detaded instructans beginning on pege 32 of the 1901 Hazardous Weste Report boukst befors complating this form.
$6C. | A Wase veairment, daperal ar susycing symtem duaription

1 trusion Page 30

Equalization and neutralization of D-002 and ocher influents for NPDES %J 0001856
pending application approval to coustruct

0 Symem pe C Raguistery st Q. Operiional sutus € Uni ypn
Prge 30 Page 20 [ X fge
kil 0.2 05 Oy L
il [ty w ey vl -
vaw L1 2 b 00 b1 tNsALLY LA LLY] o L1 1 1 111 331327
e I I T N T O N I | OQomerew OJ2sn| e L1111 3130} 1 0LI
see LD L L L L0 E 11 001 e L0 1 1 1 0% L8 YNLT
e o e[S RTR——— o o
e LU L B D1 L2 LD LY LPLEI.LL] e L0 % 0 POYOEOCLSNLELILLI.LLY
s LI 1L 2 1D 012t Jet ) Oinege D2g| roma L 2 2 12 L 113 LLYD 0O vswed 20w
ome L1 1 0 VLD ELTLY s LU 1 0 0 38 10 2L
€ - Y F.  Comunoniel egasiy auishily cate e M _— .
Page &4 Puge 44 Page &
WLt Je L Ja L) {3 L1 1)t =
Sec. | A Pavedswngsn tarai & Now radmun epes iy
[ avution Page & Page &8 (7 - ]
\ Yoo (COMTINE TO 8CX - e L1131 ii54539 B
2 Mo (THES FORM IS COMALETE) row LU L8 12t ) 1RALI

s L0101 ty3543.49

a

Asure eamenisl sapacity nadeplily cade

Page 4

€ Poced htse spesly sasv-oesly anlibe
Pege @

Ly LINIAl %

Comments: - Section III, Box B, the operational capacity per day is 1,545 galloas at

8.4 1bs./gal.

~ Section III, Box C, planned for 1992 vet no approvals as of 2/25/92.
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SEFORE COPYING FORM,
BTeR Standard Chlorine Chemical Co., Inc
SITE NAME 1035 Belleville Turmpike
1991 Hazardous Waste Report
Kearny, NJ 07032-0602
FORM OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION

eaovo,  buvim|looiall e 2 Jloysi) 0|

INSTRUCTIONS:  Read the detaled Instnuctions on the back of this page before compileting this form,

SHa | & PAT Na o 050m0 netsaman o Vanapenet Name of of-oke Fusatuion of Swapener

Delavare Container Co., Inc.

Agdrass of ofi-oie irntplation

[ I 2
T Coatsville v (P2A; 2 1913120y g
sg.l K UL ha o siote ranaiaiion o Vmpones 6. Mamve of off ks iramaiivlon or Yorapurier
A Dl 8:1] Yy Y3 37&9' PPM Inc.
c. Manserwpe O T AP O, Addross of of-ole ineniaton
g ::- e 4103 Whitaker Ave. ‘
& non Philadelghia  _ sw (BLA S WLlOIU2IA-L L1 13
% UL BIa of ofate vaumaton of Snreponel .
Inc.
1800 Harrison Ave.
Kearny - 0By 07032y,

Page 11 _of 11
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ATTACHMENT §

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS

Cloroben Chemical Corporation (“Cloroben®"), a Standard
Chlorine Chemical Company ("SCC") subsidiary, formerly operated
a small batch formulation and blending operation at the site
producing various solvent and inorganic chemicals for use in
cleaning drains and sewers. From 1963 to 1987,
orthodichlorobenzene was blended with soap and surfactants to
make an emulsifiable drain chemical. From 1982 to 1990,
methylbenzoate blends were produced for the same end use, and
from 1990 to March 1993, terpene solvent blends were used for
the same end use. Other drain cleaner products were formulated
from sulfuric acid and hydrochloric acid. Miscellaneous
caustic-based drain cleaners and bacteria enzyme blends were
also blended and packaged at the site. Caustic soda, caustic
potash, alkaline salts of the detergent family, aluminum dross,
and bacterial cultures were used in these formulas.

The production process for solvent-based products
involved transfer of the solvent and surfactant from aboveground
storage tanks to a 3,000 gallon batch mix tank. The materials
were mechanically blended to a homogeneous mixture and transfer-
red to a final product storage tank. The product was sent to a
£filling machine for packaging in containers ranging in size from
one pint to 55 gallons. Acid-based products were stored in bulk
in aboveground storage tanks and were transferred directly to
the filling machines for packaging in quart, half gallon and one
gallon plastic containers. These packaged goods were stored

until commercially distributed.

0814S3ATYNWSI268
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MATERIAL
—EAME

Sulfuric Acia

Cloroben
Open-Wide

(S8odium Hydroxide/
sodium percarbonate)

Cloroben Aid-Ox
(Sodium Percarbonate

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE/WASTE INVENTORY

' QUANTITY LOCATION
(INDICATE UNITS)  REFEREWCE!

3 drums

8 drums

2,660 1bs.

STORAGE METHOD 2
CONTAINER TYPR/SIZE
Plastic drums/S53 gal.

1

Plastic containers/l gal.,
5 gal.; steel Adrums/
55 gal.

TYPICAL

1 All materials presently stored in the northwest corner of building #2, identified as location A on the site map.

2 Ynless otherwise indicated, storage type/size is as follows:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.

steel
fiber
metal
glass
glass

drums/55 gal.
drums/30 gal.
pails/S gal.
bottles/4 oz.
bottles/1 1b.

3 Not applicable; production has ceased.

4 All materials to be removed from site.



MATERIAL QUANTITY

—NAME {INDICATE UNITS)  REFERENCE!

Cloroben Chloroclean 2 pails
(Sodium Hydroxides

aluminum)

Sodium Nitrate 1 drum
Naphthalene 1 arum
Paints/coatings 17 containers

Activated Alumina 8 arums
Oxalic Acid 1 bag
Sodium Sulfite 1 drum

Ammonium Sulfate 2 bags

Solvent/Perfume 1 4rum
mixture
Solvent/ 1 drum

Surfactant blend

Chlorinated 1 drum
hydrocarbon/
surfactant blend

Sulfuric Acid/ 1 drum
Calcium Silicate
mixture

Pentachlorophenol 1 pail

Para Nitrochloro- 1 pail
benzene

TYPICAL
STORAGE METHOD ANNUAL
CONTAINER TYPE/SIZE? psaGE?
Plastic palls/10 gal.,
S gal.
F |

1

Steel drum/30 gal.;
pails/5 gal.; cans/l gal.;
plastic bottles/quart

2

Plastic bag/50 1b.

2

Bags/100 1b,

1



MATERIAL
—BAME

Cadmium Sulfate

Mercoptobenso-
thiaszole

Chromium Trioxide
Arsenic Trioxide

Barium silicon
floride

Barium diphenyl
amine sulfonate

Arsenic Acia
Lead Acetate
Barium Chloride
Cadmium Chloride
Sulfur

Lithium Carbonate

Sodium in Naphtha,
S0N

Hexachlorophene
Cobaltous nitrate

Glyco GSD 550,
Dimethyl

< 4 o3.

2 jars

glass

glass

glass

4

glass

glass

glass

metal

glass
glass
glass

=3~

15

bottle/2 os.

bottle/8 os.

bottlesl 1b.

bottle/6 os.

bottle/l os.

bottle/5 1b.

cans/2 1lb.

bottle/l os.
bottle/l os.

jars/1 1b.



MATERIAL
—EAME

Br-Cl Hydantoin

{INDICAIE UWITS)

1

Glyco DCDMH Hydantoin

Glyco Glybrom

Lithium
Hypochlorite

Sodium Chlorite
Cyanuric Acid, iso
Mercury

Aluminum Dross
Manganese powder
Cuprous Chloride
Sodium Bromide
Sodium Dichromate
Sodium Fluoride
Stannous Chloride
Thiourea

Calcon

Biopal VR0-20

(208 available
iodine)

1

2

1

QUANTIYY LOCATION

REFERENCE]

jar

jar

jars

jars
jars
bottle
lbs.

1 bottle
1b.

1b.

1b.

oz.

1b.

1b.

250 gm.

1

bottle

glass jar/2 1b.
glass jar/2 1b.
5

Plastic bag

5

5

5

5

glass bottle/2 os.

S

5

glass bottles/250 gm.

glass bottle/8 ox.

TYPICAL



MATERTAL
—EAME

Corbatech 99
Corbatech 100
Nacap
o:eunoft
Preventol Cl4
(Sodium 2 -
Mercapto Benzo-
thiazole S0N)
Mercapto-
benzothiazole
powder
Disodium 2,5
Dimercapto

1,3.4 Thiadiazole

Ammonium
Bifloride

Ammonium Iron
Sulfate

Chromium Metalium

Ferrous Ammonium
Sulfate

Ferric Chloride
Molybdic Aciad

Potassium Bromide

2 bottles

2 bottles

2

4

lbs.
os.

quart

bottles

bottle

bottle

bottle

bottle

bottles

bottle
bottles

bottle

4
4

plastic bottle/l qt.

glass bottles/2 1b.

TIPICAL



MATERIAL
~—KAME

Potassium Chromate
Potassium Cyanide

Potassium
Ferrocyanide

Potassium Iodide
Potasasium Nitrate
Various liquid

and dry caustic
ladb blends

QUANTITY
{IEDICATE UNIIE)

1 bottle
1 bottle

1 bottle

1 bottle
1 bottle

1 box

LOCATION

REFERENCE!

4
4
box with glass

bottles/4 oz. and
8 o3.

TYPICAL



